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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 1 -25-08 with respect to claims 1 ,91 -1 01 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. Applicant argues membrane 64 extends across the 
middle portion of the stent. However, as stated in the previous office action, Examiner 
considers the mixture of layers 64,65 as the biocompatible coating which is structurally 
different from the membrane 64 extending across the middle region. Therefore, the 
ends comprise a biocompatible coating 64,65 which is not present on the middle region. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,91-92,94-96,98-101,108 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Molting et al. US PN 6,488,701. 

4. Molting disclose in figures 8-9 balloon expandable stents comprising a first end 
portion having at least one metal surface comprising a coating 64,65 which is not 
present on the middle portion. The coating is described to include a polymer or drug 



and may have a radiopaque marker loaded therein meeting the limitations of claims 
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91 ,94. Each of the materials 64,65 may dissolve in each other to form a homeogenous 
unitary coating layer (i.e. the biocompatible coating as claimed) which is structurally 
different from the membrane 64 present in the middle region. Membrane 64 may be 
disposed only on either the luminal or vascular surface (column 5 lines 45-46) such that 
the opposite surface of the metal stent is free of any biocompatible material. Regarding 
claims 98-99, the ends of the stent are inherently more flexible or looser than the middle 
of the stent because the curves on the end of the stent are not attached to adjacent 
curved portions. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 93 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Molting 
US PN 6,488,701 as applied to claims 1,90-92,94-96,98-101 above, and further in view 
of Ding et al. US PN 6620194. 

7. Nolting meets the limitations of claim 93 as described above, but lack the 
express written disclosure of the coating including plural layers of the same coating 
material. Ding et al teaches at c7:22-34 and c1 5:20-43 an expandable stent comprising 
multiple coating layers in which the coating material may be the same in order to ensure 
biocompatibility. 
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8. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the stent disclosed by Molting '701 to include plural 
layers of the similar coating materials, as taught by Dang et al. '194, in order to ensure 
biocompatibility. 

9. Claim 97 and 105-107 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Molting US PM 6,488,701 as applied to claims 1,91-92,94-96,98-101, 
and 108 above, and further in view of Jang US PUB 2004/0106985. 

1 0. Molting meet the limitations of claims 97 and 1 05-1 07 as described above, but 
lack the express written disclosure of the coating including a RGD peptide containing 
compound, Tranilast, Tropidil, or Probucol. Jang teaches at paragraphs [0344-0346] an 
expandable stent comprising therapeutic compounds which may include anti 
proliferative agents, inhibitors of vasoactive mechanisms inflammatory actions, or RGD 
peptide containing compounds in order to promote endothelialization. Tranilast, 
Tropidil, and Probucol are known therapeutic inhibitors or anti-proliferative agents in the 
art. 

1 1 . Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the stent disclosed by Molting '701 to include RGD 
peptide containing compounds, Tranilast, Tropidil, or Probucol, as taught by Jang '985, 
in order to promote endothelialization. 
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Conclusion 

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the 
entry of the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been finally rejected on the 
grounds and art of record In the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL even though it is a first action after the filing of a request for continued 
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP § 706.07(b). 
Applicant Is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth In 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William H. Matthews (Howie) whose telephone number 
is 571-272-4753. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 10- 
6:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David J. Isabella can be reached on 571-272-4749. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William H. Matthews/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3774 



